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Dear Colleagues:

I write to shed light on a topic I know something about, having served as chair of a judicial
branch working group—the AB 233 Working Group'—that addressed the topic: the so-called
Trial Courts Bill of Financial Management Rights. For those unfamiliar with the history of trial
court funding in California, AB 233 was the bill that became the Lockyer-Isenberg Trial Court
Funding Act of 1997, reflecting almost 30 years’ effort by the judicial branch to achieve the goal
of full state funding of the trial courts.

It’s helpful to understand the legislative process that resulted in AB 233 and how the “bill of
rights” issue arose. Here is a summary:

¢ A “spot bill” containing only the name of the bill was first introduced as a placeholder.
This “spot bill” was AB 2553, introduced in February 1996.

¢ “Intent” language was worked on by the bill’s author, courts, and counties to guide the
drafting of the statutes that would become the legislation. “Intent” language was
introduced in April 1996.

! A review of the roster of the AB 233 Working Group is a trip down memory lane, as most members
have since retired from the bench, including me: Judges Victor Chavez and Ray Hart of Los Angeles,
Dennis Cole of San Bernardino, Sandra Faithfull of Santa Clara, William Howatt of San Diego, Dwayne
Keyes of Fresno, Arthur Wallace of Kern, and Edward Webster of Riverside. And two working group
members—Judges Kathleen O’Leary of Orange and Patricia Sepulveda of Contra Costa—have long since
moved to higher office. Court executives were also on the working group and several are still in service to
the branch, although in different positions: Alan Carlson (San Francisco), Sheila Gonzalez (now Calabro)
{Ventura), Ron Overholt (Alameda), Chris Patton (Santa Cruz), and Mike Roddy (Sacramento). Fritz
Ohlrich, now Clerk of the Supreme Court, was Court Administrator of the Los Angeles Municipal Court
when he served on the working group.



¢ The last statement of intent was to “acknowledge the need for strong and independent
local court financial management, including encouraging the adoption by the Judicial
Council of a Trial Courts Bill of Financial Management Rights.”

e The trial court legislation was then drafted by a group that included, again, the courts”
and counties, but also the Department of Finance in addition to legislative staff and staff
from the Legislative Analyst’s Gffice. The issues identified in the “intent” language were
addressed in statute, with more specificity.

¢ The “bill of financial management rights” issue was addressed in section 77001, which
required the Judicial Council to adopt rules of court to “establish a decentralized system
of trial court management” that would ensure local authority and responsibility of trial
courts to manage day-to-day court operations.

* AB 2553 failed on the last day of the 1995-1996 legislative session, and was
reintroduced as AB 233—ihe Lockyer-Isenberg Trial Court Funding Act of 1997--in the
next session.

¢ AB 233 was signed into law in October 1997, effective January 1, 1998.

e The AB 233 Working Group worked on drafting rules of court consistent with the
statutory directive of section 77001.

* The Judicial Council adopted rules of court effective July 1, 1998.

The statute itself (section 77001) took the notion of “strong and independent local court
financial management” from the intent language and specified the areas over which trial courts
had authority and management responsibility. Section 77001 as enacted read as follows:

On or before July 1, 1998, the Judicial Counctl shall promulgate rules which establish a

decentralized system of trial court management. These rules shall ensure:

(a) Local authority and responsibility of trial courts to manage day-to-day operations.

(b) Countywide administration of the trial couts.

(¢} The authority and responsibility of trial courts to manage all of the following,
consistent with statute, rules of court, and standards of judicial administration:

(1) Annual allocation of funding, including the authority to move funding between
functions or line items.

(2) Local personnel systems, including the promulgation of personnel policies.

(3} Processes and procedures to improve court operations and responsiveness to the
public.

(4) The trial courts of each county shall establish the means of selecting presiding
judges, assistant presiding judges, executive otficers or court administrators,
clerks of court, and jury commissioners.

(d) Trial court input into the Judicial Council budget process.

21 also served as chair of the Task Force on Trial Court Funding formed in 1996 at the instance of then
Chief Justice Lucas to develop consensus within the judicial branch and to work with representatives of
the executive and legislative branches and the counties to create a full state funding mechanism for trial
court operations.
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{e) Hqual access to justice throughout California utilizing standard practices and
procedures whenever feasible.

As a trial court judge I knew local control was a subject near and dear to the hearts of trial court
judges. The working group’s focus was on drafting rules for Judicial Council consideration that
met the requirements of section 77001, and to place those rules within a larger, overarching
framework that established the responsibilities of the Judicial Council and the Administrative
Office of the Courts for fiscal matters as set forth in other statutes enacted as part of AB 233.

The working group approached its task diligently. Rules were drafied, extensive comments were
received, and a report was submitted to the Judicial Council in June 1998 that recommended
adoption of proposed new rules that would be a part of a new title in the California Rules of
Court on judicial administration. The proposed rules covered all of the topics required by AB
233. Asthe June 1998 report to the council explained:

The rules were drafted in response to the Lockyer-Isenberg Trial Court Funding Act of
1997 (AB 233), which requires the Judicial Council to adopt rules that (1) “establish a
decentralized system of trial court management” by July 1, 1998 (Gov. Code, § 77001);
(2) govern “practices and procedures for budgeting in the trial courts in a manner that
best ensures the ability of the courts to carry out their functions” (Gov. Code, § 77202
(b)); and (3) relate to “budget submission, budget management, and reporting of revenues
and expenditures by each court” (Gov. Code, § 77206(a)).

The Judicial Council adopted the proposed new rules effective July 1, 1998, meeting the deadline
stated in section 77001 for adoption of rules establishing a decentralized system of trial court
management. That specific topic was addressed in several proposed rules, among them rule
2501, which read as follows:

TITLE SIX. JUDICIAL ADMINISTRATION RULES

DIVISION IV. TRIAL COURT ADMINISTRATION
CHAPTER 1. GENERAL RULES ON TRIAL COURT MANAGEMENT
Ruie 2501. Trial court management

{(a) [Purpose and intent] The purpose of the rules in this division is to establish
a system of trial court management that:
(1) Promotes equal access to the courts;
(2) Establishes decentralized management of trial court resources; and
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Date: December 9, 2011

Hon. Tani Cantil-Sakauye, Chief Justice, Chair
Judicial Council of California

455 Golden Gate Avenue

San Francisco, CA 94102

Dear Chief Justice Cantil-Sakauye:

My name is Dana Patterson and I have served as a Legal Process Clerk for the Superior Court of
San Joaquin County for 5 years.

I am writing in support of, Discussion Agenda Item I — Trial Court Improvement Funds
Allocation: Request of the Superior Court of San Joaquin County for Supplemental
Funding for Urgent needs.

If this request is denied, it will result in a loss of an additional 17 positions further limiting San
Joaquin County resident’s access to justice. It would be nothing short of harmful to the families,
children and crime victims who depend on the access to our courts for justice. Furthermore:

o The civil division staff will be cut more than % and the small claims division will
be eliminated.

o The court has already had to implement court closures. The branch court in Tracy
that once served 200,000 south county residents, now have to drive as much as 40
miles to the Stockton branch for service on their civil, small claims, traffic and
domestic violence restraining orders. The same holds true for the courtroom
closure in Lodi which serves approximately 62,000 residents.

e Court closures and layoffs have impacted the staff with increased phone calls and
longer lines. Watching people stand in line and waiting longer increases both the
stress level of staff and court customers. We have seen people wait in line as long
as 1 hour for services.

In addition, California businesses and our economy can’t handle the higher cost of doing
business and the higher business risks that are associated with reduced access to courts, civil
court closures and longer waiting times before cases are heard and resolved.

Reducing court services in San Joaquin County is harmful and unnecessary. Iurge you to
approve the $2 million request.

Sincerel

Dana Patterson



Date: December 9, 2011

Hon. Tani Cantil-Sakauye, Chief Justice, Chair
Judicial Council of California

455 Golden Gate Avenue

San Francisco, CA 94102

Dear Chief Justice Cantil-Sakauye:

My name is Steven Lowery and I have served as a Legal Process Clerk for the Superior Court of
San Joaquin County for 10 years.

I am writing in support of, Discussion Agenda Item I - Trial Court Improvement Funds
Allocation: Request of the Superior Court of San Joaquin County for Supplemental
Funding for Urgent needs.

If this request is denied, it will result in a loss of an additional 17 positions further limiting San
Joaquin County resident’s access to justice. It would be nothing short of harmful to the families,
children and crime victims who depend on the access to our courts for justice. Furthermore:

e The civil division staff will be cut more than % and the small claims division will
be climinated.

e The court has already had to implement court closures. The branch court in Tracy
that once served 200,000 south county residents, now have to drive as much as 40
miles to the Stockton branch for service on their civil, small claims, traffic and
domestic violence restraining orders. The same holds true for the courtroom
closure in Lodi which serves approximately 62,000 residents.

e Court closures and layoffs have impacted the staff with increased phone calls and
longer lines. Watching people stand in line and waiting longer increases both the
stress level of staff and court customers. We have seen people wait in line as long
as 1 hour for services.

In addition, California businesses and our economy can’t handle the higher cost of doing
business and the higher business risks that are associated with reduced access to courts, ¢ivil
court closures and longer waiting times before cases are heard and resolved.

Reducing court services in San Joaquin County is harmful and unnecessary. [urge you to
approve the $2 million request.

Sincerely,
Steven Lowery

222 E Weber Ave Room 100
Stockton, CA 95202



Date: December 9, 2011

Hon. Tani Cantil-Sakauye, Chief Justice, Chair
Judicial Council of California

455 Golden Gate Avenue

San Francisco, CA 94102

Dear Chief Justice Cantil-Sakauye:

My name is Fe Asis and I have served as a Legal Process Clerk for the Superior Court of San
Joaquin County for 13 years,

I am writing in support of, Discussion Agenda Item I — Trial Court Improvement Funds
Allocation: Request of the Superior Court of San Joaquin County for Supplemental
Funding for Urgent needs.

If this request is denied, it will result in a loss of an additional 17 positions further limiting San
Joaquin County resident’s access to justice. It would be nothing short of harmful to the families,
children and crime victims who depend on the access to our courts for justice. Furthermore:

o The civil division staff will be cut more than % and the small claims division will
be eliminated.

o The court has already had to implement court closures. The branch court in Tracy
that once served 200,000 south county residents, now have to drive as much as 40
miles to the Stockton branch for service on their ¢ivil, small claims, traffic and
domestic violence restraining orders. The same holds true for the courtroom
closure in Lodi which serves approximately 62,000 residents.

o Court closures and layoffs have impacted the staff with increased phone calls and
longer lines. Watching people stand in line and waiting longer increases both the
stress level of staff and court customers. We have seen people wait in line as long
as 1 hour for services.

In addition, California businesses and our economy can’t handle the higher cost of doing
business and the higher business risks that are associated with reduced access to courts, civil
court closures and longer waiting times before cases are heard and resolved.

Reducing court services in San Joaquin County is harmful and unnecessary. [urge you to
approve the $2 million request.

Sincerely,

Fe Asis

222 E Weber Ave Room 100
Stockton, CA 95202



Date: 12/9/11

Hon. Tani Cantil-Sakauye, Chief Justice, Chair
Judicial Council of California

455 Golden Gate Avenue

San Francisco, CA 94102

Dear Chief Justice Cantil-Sakauye:

My name is _Rebecca Garrett and I have served as'a LEGAL PROCESS Ci.ERK
for the Superior Court of San Joaquin County for 5 years.

I am writing in support of, Discussion Agenda Item I — Trial Court Improvement Funds
Allocation: Request of the Superior Court of San Joaquin County for Supplemental
Funding for Urgent needs.

If this request is denied, it will result in a loss of an additional 17 positions further limiting San
Joaquin County resident’s access to justice. It would be nothing short of harmiul to the families,
children and crime victims who depend on the access to our courts for justice.

In addition, California businesses and our economy can’t handle the higher cost of doing
business and the higher business risks that are associated with reduced access to courts, civil
court closures and longer waiting times before cases are heard and resolved.

Reducing court services in San Joaquin County is harmful and unnecessary. 1 urge you to
approve the $2 million request,

The civil division staff will be cut more than ¥ and the small claims division will be
eliminated.

The court has already had to implement court closures. The branch court in Tracy that
once served 200,000 south county residents, now have to drive as much as 40 miles 1o the
Stockton branch for service on their civil, small claims, traffic and domestic violence
restraining orders. The same holds true for the courtroom closure in Lodi which serves
approximately 62,000 residents. '

Court ¢losures and layoffs have impacted the staff with increased phone calls and longer
lines. Watching people stand in line and waiting longer increases both the stress level of
staff and court customers. We have seen people wait in line as long as | hour for
services.

Sincerely,
Member Name W
Address 222 E Weber Ave



Date: 12/09/11

Hon. Tani Cantil-Sakauye, Chief Justice, Chair
Judicial Council of California

455 Golden Gate Avenue

San Francisco, CA 94102

Dear Chief Justice Cantil-Sakauye:

My name is _ANDREA NUANES and  have served asa Legal Process Clerk ITII
for the Superior Court of San Joaquin County for _ 20  years.

I am writing in support of, Discussion Agenda Item I — Trial Court Improvement Funds
Allocation: Request of the Superior Court of San Joaquin County for Supplemental
Funding for Urgent needs.

If this request is denied, it will result in a loss of an additional 17 positions further limiting San
Joaquin County resident’s access to justice. It would be nothing short of harmful to the families,
children and crime victims who depend on the access to our courts for justice.

In addition, California businesses and our economy can’t handle the higher cost of doing
business and the higher business risks that are associated with reduced access to courts, civil

court closures and longer waiting times before cases are heard and resolved.

Reducing court services in San Joaquin County is harmful and unnecessary. [urge you to
approve the $2 million request.

Sincerely,

Member name  ANDREA NUANES
Address_ 3067 S PHELPS ST - STKTN CA 95206




Friday, December 09, 2011

Hon. Tani Cantil-Sakauye, Chief Justice, Chair
Judicial Council of California

455 Golden Gate Avenue

San Francisco, CA 94102

Dear Chief Justice Cantil-Sakauye:

My name is Jennifer McMahan and [ have served as a research attorney for the Superior Court of San
Joaquin County for 4 1/2 years.

I am writing in support of Discussion Agenda Item I — Trial Court Improvement Funds Allocation:
Request of the Superior Court of San Joaquin County for Supplemental Funding for Urgent
needs.

This year, our court has already had to implement court closures. The Tracy court branch has closed.
This branch served 200,000 south county residents. These residents now have to drive as far as 40 miles
to the Stockton branch to have access to the courts. The same holds true for the courtroom closure in
Lodi, which serves approximately 62,000 residents.

Our court was also forced to layoff nearly 50 staff members. According to the Judicial Council’s
Resource Allocation Study, the San Joaquin County Superior Court should have 450 staff members
based on workload. We are now operating with around 250-260 employees, with potentially more
layoffs to come in 2012,

Court closures and layoffs have impacted the residents of San Joaquin County and the court’s staff,
Residents have been forced to wait on the phone and in line for an exorbitant amount of time just for
court services. The increased phone calls and longer lines has increased the stress level of staff and
court customers.

If the above request is denied, it will result in a loss of an additional 17 court positions, further limiting
San Joaquin County resident’s access to justice. This would be nothing short of harmful to the families,
children, and crime victims who depend on access to our courts for justice.

In addition, the court is also facing cutting the civil division staff by more than %2 and the small claims
division will be eliminated completely. California businesses and our economy cannot handle the
higher cost of doing business and the higher business risks that are associated with reduced access to
courts, civil court closures, and longer waiting times before cases are heard and resolved.

Reducing court services in San Joaquin County is harmful and unnecessary. I urge you to approve the
$2 million request.

D Gl A7

enrifer D. McMahan
3649 Grand Point Ln.
Elk Grove, CA 95758

Sincerely,




December 9, 2011

Hon. Tani Cantil-Sakauye, Chief Justice, Chair
Judicial Council of California

455 Golden Gate Avenue

San Francisco, CA 94102

Dear Chief Justice Cantil-Sakauye:

My name is Ramona V. Rodrigues and I have served as a Judicial Secretary and Legal Process
Clerk II for the Superior Court of San Joaquin County for 14 years.

I am writing in support of, Discussion Agenda Item I — Trial Court Improvement Funds
Allocation: Request of the Superior Court of San Joaquin County for Supplemental
Funding for Urgent needs.

If this request is denied, it will result in a loss of an additional 17 positions further limiting San
Joaquin County resident’s access to justice. It would be nothing short of harmful to the families,
children and crime victims who depend on the access to our courts for justice. The civil division
staff will be cut more than % and the small claims division will be eliminated.

The court has already had to implement court closures. The branch court in Tracy that once
served 200,000 south county residents, now have to drive as much as 40 miles to the Stockton
branch for service on their civil, small claims, traffic and domestic violence restraining orders.
The same holds true for the courtroom closure in Lodi which serves approximately 62,000
residents.

Court closures and layoffs have impacted the staff with increased phone calls and longer lines.
Watching people stand in line and waiting longer increases both the stress level of staff and court
customers. We have seen people wait in line as long as 1 hour for services.

In addition, California businesses and our economy can’t handle the higher cost of doing
business and the higher business risks that are associated with reduced access to courts, civil
court closures and longer waiting times before cases are heard and resolved.

Reducing court services in San Joaquin County is harmful and unnecessary. 1 urge you to
approve the $2 million request.

Sincerely,

\V

Ramona V. Rodrigues
1913 Arrowsmith Drive
Manteca, CA 95336



December 9, 2011

Hon. Tani Cantil-Sakauye, Chief Justice, Chair
Judicial Council of California

455 Golden Gate Avenue

San Francisco, CA 94102

Dear Chief Justice Cantil-Sakauye:

My name is Gayle Elledge and I have served as a Legal Process Clerk III for the Superior Court
of San Joaquin County for 10 years.

I am writing in support of, Discussion Agenda Item I — Trial Court Improvement Funds
Allocation: Request of the Superior Court of San Joaquin County for Supplemental
Funding for Urgent needs.

If this request is denied, it will result in a loss of an additional 17 positions further liniiting San
Joaquin County resident’s access to justice. The civil and probate division staff will be cut more
than half and the small claims division will be eliminated.

It would be nothing short of harmful to the families, children and crime victims who depend on
the access to our courts for justice. The community will be affected by being unable to resolve
estates and trusts in the Probate Division.

In addition, California businesses and our economy can’t handle the higher cost of doing
business and the higher business risks that are associated with reduced access to courts, civil
court closures and longer waiting times before cases are heard and resolved. Court closures and
layoffs have impacted the staff with increased phone calls and longer lines. Watching people
stand in line and waiting longer increases both the stress level of staff and court customers. We
have seen people wait in line as long as 1 hour for services.

Reducing court services in San Joaquin County is harmful and unnecessary. 1 urge you to
approve the $2 million request.

Singerely, Eg[;
el
Gayk-Elledge

23423 N Pearl Rd. Acampo, Ca 95220




December 8, 2011

Hon. Tani Cantil-Sakauye, Chief Justice, Chair
Judicial Council of California

455 Golden Gate Avenue

San Francisco, CA 94102

Dear Chief Justice Cantil-Sakauye:

My name is Lisa Queirolo and I have served as a Legal Process Clerk III for the Superior Court
of San Joaquin County for 13 years.

I am writing in support of, Discussion Agenda Item I - Trial Court Improvement Funds
Allocation: Request of the Superior Court of San Joaquin County for Supplemental
Funding for Urgent needs.

If this request is denied, it will result in a loss of an additional 17 positions further limiting San
Joaquin County resident’s access to justice. The civil division staff will be cut more than Y% and
the small claims division will be eliminated.

It would be nothing short of harmful to the families, children and crime victims who depend on
the access to our courts for justice. The court has already had to implement court closures, The
branch court in Tracy that once served 200,000 south county residents, now have to drive as
much as 40 miles to the Stockton branch for service on their civil, small claims, traffic and
domestic violence restraining orders. The same holds true for the courtroom closure in Lodi
which serves approximately 62,000 residents.

In addition, California businesses and our economy can’t handle the higher cost of doing
business and the higher business risks that are associated with reduced access to courts, civil
court closures and longer waiting times before cases are heard and resolved. Court closures and
layotfs have impacted the staff with increased phone calls and longer lines. Watching people
stand in line and waiting longer increases both the stress level of staff and court customers. We
have seen people wait in line as long as 1 hour for services.

Reducing court services in San Joaquin County is harmful and unnecessary. I urge you to
approve the $2 million request.

Sincerely,

Lisa Queirolo



December 8, 2011

Hon. Tani Cantil-Sakauye, Chief Justice, Chair
Judicial Council of California

455 Golden Gate Avenue

San Francisco, CA 94102

Dear Chief Justice Cantil-Sakauye:

My name is Kathryn Marie Valone and I have served as a Legal Process Clerk III for the
Superior Court of San Joaquin County for 17 years.

I am writing in support of, Discussion Agenda Item I — Trial Court Improvement Funds
Allocation: Request of the Superior Court of San Joaquin County for Supplemental
Funding for Urgent needs.

If this request is denied, it will result in a loss of an additional 17 positions further limiting San
Joaquin County resident’s access to justice. The civil division staff will be cut more than 'z and
the small claims division will be eliminated.

It would be nothing short of harmful to the families, children and crime victims who depend on
the access to our courts for justice. The court has already had to implement court closures. The
branch court in Tracy that once served 200,000 south county residents, now have to drive as
much as 40 miles to the Stockton branch for service on their civil, small claims, traffic and
domestic violence restraining orders, The same holds true for the courtroom closure in Lodi
which serves approximately 62,000 residents.

In addition, California businesses and our economy can’t handle the higher cost of doing
business and the higher business risks that are associated with reduced access to courts, civil
court closures and longer waiting times before cases are heard and resolved. Court closures and
layoffs have impacted the staff with increased phone calls and longer lines. Watching people
stand in line and waiting longer increases both the stress level of staff and court customers. We
have seen people wait in line as long as 1 hour for services.

Reducing court services in San Joaquin County is harmful and unnecessary. I urge you to
approve the $2 million request.

Sincerely,

Kathryn Marie Valone
1417 Goldenleaf Way, Stockton Ca 95209-2014



Date: 12/08/11

Hon. Tani Cantil-Sakauye, Chief Justice, Chair
Judicial Council of California

455 Golden Gate Avenue

San Francisco, CA 94102

Dear Chief Justice Cantil-Sakauye:

My name is Jennifer Boccia and I have served as a Legal Process Clerk for the Superior Court of San
Joaquin County for 5 years.

I am writing in support of, Discussion Agenda Item I — Trial Court Improvement Funds
Allocation: Request of the Superior Court of San Joaquin County for Supplemental Funding for
Urgent needs.

If this request is denied, it will result in a loss of an additional 17 positions further limiting San Joaquin
County resident’s access to justice. It would be nothing short of harmful to the families, children and
crime victims who depend on the access to our courts for justice.

On a selfish note, if we do not receive this funding I am in danger of being laid-off. Which will then
leave me in danger of losing my livelihood and my home. 1 cannot afford to be unemployed. It will
destroy my family.

I also believe that if the ¢riminal community sees our justice system failing — there can only be an influx of more
crime. With no courts to serve them.

. Our staff is completely overworked as it is with the recent lay-offs. To have another round of lay-offs would not
only harm the remaining workers but our community. We are behind in everything and are continually have to
explain to the customers why we are unable to help them. They come in here and expect service and cannot get
it. Tt is embarrassing.

We have Court Room Clerks that are doing the jobs of Legal Process Clerks. While being in court all day they
are then entering their own continuances, issuing their own warrants, doing custody calendars and entering
citations.

We have to let work sit and get backed up because most of the time we have to work on what is needed right
now and try and decipher what is not a priority. It is an absolute shame to me that it seems okay to not allow the
community the service that they deserve.

In addition, California businesses and our economy can’t handle the higher cost of doing business and
the higher business risks that are associated with reduced access to courts, civil court closures and
longer waiting times before cases are heard and resolved.

Reducing court services in San Joaquin County is harmful and unnecessary. I urge you to approve the
$2 million request.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Boccia
San Joaquin County Superior Court — Manteca Branch



Dé.te: December 9, 2011

Hon. Tani Cantil-Sakauye, Chief Justice, Chair
Judicial Council of California

455 Golden Gate Avenue

San Francisco, CA 94102

Dear Chief Justice Cantil-Sakauye:

My name is Jenny Rodriquez and T have served as a Legal Process Clerk for the Superior Court
of San Joaquin County for 4 years.

I am writing in support of, Discussion Agenda Item I — Trial Court Improvement Funds
Allocation: Request of the Superior Court of San Joaquin County for Supplemental
Funding for Urgent needs.

If this request is denied, it will result in a loss of an additional 17 positions further limiting San
Joaquin County resident’s access to justice. It would be nothing short of harmful to the families,
children and crime victims who depend on the access to our courts for justice.

In addition, California businesses and our economy can’t handle the higher cost of doing
business and the higher business risks that are associated with reduced access to courts, civil

court closures and longer waiting times before cases are heard and resolved.

Reducing court services in San Joaquin County is harmful and unnecessary. I urge you to
approve the $2 million request.

Sincerely,

Member name Jenny Rodriquez
Address Po Box 1501 Lodi, 95241



Date: December 9, 2011

Hon. Tani Cantil-Sakauye, Chief Justice, Chair
Judicial Council of California

455 Golden Gate Avenue

San Francisco, CA 94102

Dear Chief Justice Cantil-Sakauye:

My name is Theresa Carleton and I have served as a Legal Process Clerk for the Superior Court
of San Joaquin County for five years. -

I am writing in support of, Discussion Agenda Item I — Trial Court Improvement Funds
Allocation: Request of the Superior Court of San Joaquin County for Supplemental
Funding for Urgent needs.

If this request is denied, it will result in a loss of an additional 17 positions further limiting San
Joaquin County resident’s access to justice. It would be nothing short of harmful to the families,
children and crime victims who depend on the access to our courts for justice.

In addition, California businesses and our economy can’t handle the higher cost of doing
business and the higher business risks that are associated with reduced access to courts, civil
court closures and longer waiting times before cases are heard and resolved.

In my opinion this will destroy downtown Stockton. The only thing that will be left is the
criminal aspect of the community.- The business and restaurants in downtown Stockton will no
doubt suffer as a result of the Court closure.

Reducing court services in San Joaquin County is harmful and unnecessary. I urge you to
approve the $2 million request.

Smcerely,

Membér name Theresééuggﬁ;—‘

Address: 1328 Chaparral Way
Stockton CA 95209




Pecember 9, 2011

Hon. Tani Cantil-Sakauye, Chief Justice, Chair
Judicial Council of California

455 Golden Gate Avenue

San Francisco, CA 94102

Dear Chief Justice Cantil-Sakauye:

My name is Elizabeth Clow and 1 am currently a Courtroom Clerk for the Superior Court of San
Joaquin County and have served for a total of 17 years.

[ am writing in support of, Discussion Agenda Item I — Trial Court Improvement Funds
Allocation: Request of the Superior Court of San Joaquin County for Supplemental
Funding for Urgent needs.

If this request is denied, it will result in a loss of an additional 17 positions further limiting San
Joaquin County resident’s access to justice. It would be nothing short of harmful to the families,
children and crime victims who depend on the access to our courts for justice. We have already
lost 45 very much needed hard working men and women.

The court has already had to implement court closures. The branch court in Tracy that once
served 200,000 south county residents, now have to drive as much as 40 miles to the Stockton
branch for service on their civil, small claims, traffic and domestic violence restraining orders.
The same holds true for the courtroom closure in Lodi, which serves approximately 62,000
residents.

The civil division staff will be cut more than ¥ and the small claims division will be eliminated.
Court closures and laybffs have impacted the staff with increased phone calls and longer lines.
Watching people stand in line and waiting longer increases both the stress level of staff and court
customers. We have seen people wait in line as long as 1 hour for services.

In addition, California businesses and our economy cannot handle the higher cost of doing
business and the higher business risks that are associated with reduced access to courts, civil
court closures and longer waiting times before cases are heard and reselved.

Reducing court services in San Joaquin County is harmful and unnecessary. I urge you to
approve the $2 million request.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Clow
1779 Foothill Vista Drive
Tracy, CA 95377



December 9, 2011

Hon. Tani Cantil-Sakauye, Chief Justice, Chair
Judicial Council of California

455 Golden Gate Avenue

San Francisco, CA 94102

Dear Chief Justice Cantil-Sakauye:

My name is Sonya Farnsworth and I have served as a Legal Process Clerk 111 for the Superior Court of
San Joaquin County for 13 4 years,

I am writing in support of, Discussion Agenda Item I — Trial Court Improvement Funds Allocation:
Request of the Superior Court of San Joaquin County for Supplemental Funding for Urgent needs.

Your denial of this request will result in a loss of an additional 17 positions further limiting San Joaquin
County residents’ access to justice. It would be nothing short of harmful to the families, children and
crime victims who depend on the access to our courts for justice. Further reduction in courtrooms and
hours of service will particularly harm children, the elderly, crime victims and families, in short, the most
vulnerable in society, This will be catastrophic to a community who can no Jonger seek resolution.

Qur court has already had to implement court closures. Residents of South County have lost the branch
court in Tracy that once served 200,000 south county residents. They now have to drive as much as 40
miles to the Stockton branch for service on their civil, small claims, traffic and domestic violence
restraining orders. The same holds true for the courtroom closure in Lodi which serves approximately
62,000 residents. Court closures and layoffs resulted in increased phone calls with longer on-hold waits
and longer in-line waits by customers. Customers who have taken off work early to resolve traffic tickets
are turned away after 3:00 p.m., understandably frustrated. Front desk staff have served clients who have
waited a hour or more in line for service.

In addition, California businesses and our economy can’t handle the higher cost of doing business and the
higher business risks that are associated with reduced access to courts, civil court closures and longer
waiting times before cases are heard and resolved. These cuts have been detrimental to the public who
have suffered limited access to resources to resolve their pending legal matters. If our court is further cut
funding we will be doing a disservice to the Community. Court closures and cutbacks result in higher
business costs and uncertainty to local businesses already severely impacted by the recession. The
inability to timely and expeditiously resolve business disputes slows necessary business development and
contributes to persistently higher rates of unemployment in San Joaquin County.

ackton, Ca 95207



December 9, 2011

Hon. Tani Cantil-Sakauye, Chief Justice, Chair
Judicial Council of California
455 Golden Gate Avenue

L San Francisco, CA 94102

Dear Chief Justice Cant1I-Sakauye

My name is Grant Preco and I have served asa Legal Process Clerk for the Supenor Court of
San Joaquin County for ten years.

-i'.:,-I am ertlng in support of, Discussion Agenda Item I — Trial Court Improvement Funds

" . Allocation: Request of the Superior Court of San Joaquin County for Supplemental

o '7_,,'Fund1ng for Urgent needs. .

If this request is demed, it w111 result in-a loss of an additional 17 positions further limiting San -

* Joaquin County resident’s access to justice. It would be nothing short of harmful to the families,

children and crime victims who depend on the access to our courts for justice. The civil division
staff will be cut more than % and the small claims division will be eliminated. Court closures

S Land layoffs have already impacted the remaining staff with increased phone calls and longer
. lines. Watchmg people stand in line and waiting for long periods of time increases both the-.

stress level of staff and court customers We have seen people wait in line as long as 1 hour for 3
services. . _

In addition, California businesses and our economy can’t handle the higher cost of doing
business and the higher business risks that are associated with reduced access to courts, civil

i ;__court closures and longer waiting times before cases are heard and resolved. The coutrt has
DR already had to implement court closures. The branch court in Tracy that once served 200 000 = _ :
~south. county residents now have to drive as much as 40 miles to the Stockton branch for servwe S

on their civil, small claims, traffic and domestlc Vlolence restraining orders. ‘The same holds true
for the courtroom closure in Lodi whlch serves approx1mately 62,000 residents.

- Reduelng court services in San Joaquin County is harmful and unnecessary. [urge youto

by .. approve the $2 million request,

ant Preeo

Legal Process Clerk 111
_Superior Court of California,

. i '_Co:u"n'ty of San Joaquin
"L 222 E. Weber Ave., Rm. 303

- Stockton, CA 95202



Date: December 09, 2011

Hon. Tani Cantil-Sakauye, Chief Justice, Chair
Judicial Council of California

455 Golden Gate Avenue

San Francisco, CA 94102

Dear Chief Justice Cantil-Sakauye:

My name is Polly Khieu and I have served as a Legal Processing Clerk II for the Superior Court
of San Joaquin County for 4 %2 years.

I am writing in support of, Discussion Agenda Item I — Trial Court Improvement Fands
Allocation: Request of the Superior Court of San Joaguin County for Supplemental
Funding for Urgent needs.

If this request is denied, it will result in a loss of an additional 17 positions further limiting San
Joaquin County resident’s access to justice. It would be nothing short of harmful to the families,
children and crime victims who depend on the access to our courts for justice.

The civil division staff will be cut more than % and the small claims division will be eliminated.

The court has already had to implément court closures. The branch court in Tracy that once
served 200,000 south county residents, now have to drive as much as 40 miles to the Stockton
branch for service on their civil, small claims, traffic and domestic violence restraining orders.
The same holds true for the courtroom closure in Lodi which serves approximately 62,000
residents. '

Court closures and layoffs have impacted the staff with increased phone calls and longer lines.
Watching people stand in line and waiting longer increases both the stress level of staff and court
customers. We have seen people wait in line as long as 1 hour for services.

In addition, California businesses and our economy can’t handle the higher cost of doing
business and the higher business risks that are associated with reduced access to courts, civil

court closures and longer waiting times before cases are heard and resolved.

Reducing court services in San Joaquin County is harmful and unnecessary. I urge you to
approve the $2 million request.

Sincerely,

Address: 10410 Sunny Ridge Court
Stockton CA 95209




December 9, 2011

Hon. Tani Cantil-Sakauye, Chief Justice, Chair
Judicial Council of California

455 Golden Gate Avenue

San Francisco, CA 94102

Dear Chief Justice Cantil-Sakauye:

My name is Deldriene Arellano and I have served as a Legal Process Clerk 111 for the Superior Court of
San Joaquin County for 11 years.

I am writing in support of, Discussion Agenda Item I — Trial Court Improvement Funds Allocation:
Request of the Superior Court of San Joaquin County for Supplemental Funding for Urgent needs.

I understand that the State of California is going through an unprecedented financial crisis and each and
every State agency has been negatively affected and will continue to be affected by it for years to come.

However, if this request is denied, it will result in a loss of an additional 17 positions further limiting
access to our Court for the local residents of San Joaquin County. This will cause much more chaos and
frustration for our public as many people are already emotionally distressed having to deal with their own
legal problems.

Despite the last round of layoffs, I can proudly say my very dedicated-to- their-job- co-workers have
continued to uphold their professionalism despite being stressed daily trying to keep up with the volume
of work and helping our public, who have for the most part, been as patient as humanly possible.

I can sit here and write about all the negative impacts, like longer lines, piles of unprocessed work,
frustrated public, etc., but I ask you to please consider our request for the supplemental funding. If
necessary, I encourage you and the Panel to visit our Courthouses in San Joaquin County before a
decision is made regarding our future as an upholding leg of our local Government.

Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Deldriene G. Arellano
1690 Hometown Ln,

Manteca, CA 95337
(209) 468-9572



James Daire
3017 White Oak Way
Lodi, California 95242

December 9, 2011
Hon. Tani Cantil-Sakauye, Chief Justice, Chair
Judicial Council of California
455 Golden Gate Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94102

Dear Chief Justice Cantil-Sakauye:

I am a Research Attorney for the Superior Court of San Joaquin County. I also grew up
in this County and I have seen first hand the effects of recent cuts and court closures on
our community.

I am writing in support of Discussion Agenda Item I — Trial Court Improvement
Funds Allocation: Request of the Superior Court of San Joaquin County for
Supplemental Funding for Urgent needs.

If this request is denied, it will result in an immediate loss of 17 additional positions — on
top of the dozens of positions the Court has already eliminated and the numerous cost-
cutting measures the Court has already implemented this year. This will inflict still more
harm on the families, children, and crime victims who depend on our courts for justice.

On the civil side, our County’s businesses and aggrieved individuals must already deal
with reduced access to courts, civil court closures, and longer waiting times before cases
are heard and resolved. Ifthe request is denied, the civil division staff will be cut in half
and the small claims division will be eliminated.

This year, the Court has already taken the following steps:

. Closure of the Tracy courthouse (which once served 200,000 county residents);

. The elimination of approximately 90% of small claims hearings, which I believe
violates Code of Civil Procedure section 116.330 and exposes the Court to
substantial liability; and

. Closure of Lodi courtrooms (which served approximately 62,000 count residents).

The Court implemented these difficult cost-saving measures even though it was and is a
historically underresourced court, regardless of what Resource Allocation Study
methodology applies. I implore the Judicial Council to prioritize the public by approving
our Court’s supplemental funding request.

Regards,

———
James Daire



December ¢, 2011

Hon. Tani Cantil-Sakauye, Chief Justice, Chair
Judicial Council of California

455 Golden Gate Avenue

San Francisco, CA 94102

Dear Chief Justice Cantil-Sakauye:

My name is Belinda Bustos and 1 have served as a Judicial Secretary for the Superior
Cour of San Joaquin County for 23 years.

| am writing in support of Discussion Agenda item 1 - Trial Court improvement Funds
Allocation: Request of the Superior Court of San Joaquin County for Supplemental
Funding for Urgent needs.

Please consider the devastating effect if this request is denied. It would result with
eliminating an additional 17 positions which would further impact this court because
of our prior layoffs in San Joaquin County. [t is nothing short of harmful fo the families,
children, and crime victims who depend on the access to our courls for justice. We
have already had 1o implement fotal court closure with the Tracy branch and a
courtroom closure from the Lodi branch.

In addition, it is very difficult for California businesses and our economy to try to
handle the higher cost of doing business. There are higher business risks that are
associated with reduced access to courts, civil court closures, and longer waiting
times before cases are heard and resolved. if the smaill claims division is eliminated
and more than half the civil division staff cut, the outcome will be overwhelming.

Reducing court services in San Joagquin County is harmful and unnecessary. | urge
you to approve the $2 million request.

Si

/

cerely,
c

;
Belinda Bustos

3124 Bonnie Lane
Stockton, CA 95204



December 9, 2011

Hon. Tani Cantil-Sakauye, Chief Justice, Chair
Judicial Council of California

455 Golden Gate Avenue

San Francisco, CA 94102

Dear Chief Justice Cantil-Sakauye:

My name is Felicia Martinez and I have served as a Legal process clerk for the Superior Court of
San Joaquin County for almost 5 years.

I am writing in support of, Discussion Agenda Item I — Trial Court Improvement Funds
Allocation: Request of the Superior Court of San Joaquin County for Supplemental
Funding for Urgent needs.

If this request is denied, it will result in a loss of an additional 17 positions further limiting San
Joaquin County resident’s access to justice. It would be nothing short of harmful to the families,
children and crime victims who depend on the access to our courts for justice. The court has
already had to implement court closures. The branch court in Tracy that once served 200,000
south county residents, now have to drive as much as 40 miles to the Stockton branch for service
on their civil, sinall claims, traffic and domestic violence restraining orders, The same holds true
for the courtroom closure in Lodi which serves approximately 62,000 residents. The civil
division staff will be cut more than % and the small claims division will be eliminated.

Court closures and layoffs have impacted the staff with increased phone calls and longer lines.
Watching people stand in line and waiting longer increases both the stress level of staff and court
customers. We have seen people wait in line as long as 1 hour for services. Many are fearful
that a further reduction or altogether elimination of services may cause people to take matters
into their own hands because they feel the judicial system has failed them, which most access
through the court. The end result would be an increase in crime which is already an issue in the
community.

In addition, California businesses and our economy can’t handle the higher cost of doing
business and the higher business risks that are associated with reduced access to courts, civil
court closures and longer waiting times before cases are heard and resolved.

‘Reducing court services in San J oaquin County is harmful and unnecessary. I urge youto
approve the $2 million request.

Sincerely,
Felicia Martinez

3724 San Rafael
Stockton, Ca. 95204



December 9, 2011

Hon. Tani Cantil-Sakauye, Chief Justice, Chair
Judicial Council of California

455 Golden Gate Avenue

San Francisco, CA 94102

Dear Chief Justice Cantil-Sakauye:

| am writing in support of Discussion Agenda Item | — San Joaquin County Superior
Court’s Request for Supplemental Funding for Urgent Needs. | am one of San Joaquin
County Superior Court’s research attorneys.

| urge you to grant our court’s request for additional funding. The Judicial Council's
denial of this request will result in the loss of an additional 17 positions and a further reduction of
San Joaquin County residents' access to justice. Further reduction in courtrooms and hours of
service will particularly harm children, the elderly, crime victims and families, in short, the most
vulnerable in society, whose only recourse for legal protection is the public justice system.

Court closures and cutbacks result in higher business costs and uncertainty to local
businesses already severely impacted by the recession. The inability to timely and
expeditiously resolve business disputes impedes business development, reduces taxes
collected for general fund purposes and contributes to persistently higher rates of
unemployment in San Joaquin County. (Estimated at 16.2 percent in May, 2011; Sacramento
County's unemployment rate in the same period was 11.2 percent; San Francisco’s 8.4, Los
Angeles’, 11.9) [See, hftp.//unemployment-rates-county.findthedata.org. ]

Should the Judicial Council deny our court’s request, we anticipate civil division staff will
be cut more than 50 percent and small claims will be eliminated. Cuts to court funding to date
have resulted in

» Service cuts to more than 200,000 south county residents and more than 60,000
north county residents, who now must bus, hitch or drive to Stockton to resolve
traffic tickets, small claims cases and to obtain (or challenge) domestic violence
restraining orders.

» Longer waits in line or on the phone for customers fiting with the court or inquiring
about their cases. Public window staff offen serve clients who have waited a
hour and more in line for service. Customers who have taken work off early to
resolve traffic tickets and other matters are turned away at 3:00 p.m.,
understandably frustrated.

* Foralt of the above reasons, we urge the Judicial Council to approve our court's $2 million
funding request. Thank you for your consideration.

Bty (1l

Bridget Childs



Date: December 9, 2011

Hon. Tani Cantil-Sakauye, Chief Justice, Chair
Judicial Council of California

455 Golden Gate Avenue

San Francisco, CA 94102

Dear Chief Justice Cantil-Sakauye:

My name is Alexander Castillo and [ have served as a Clerk Processor for the Superior Court of
San Joaquin County for 4 years.

I am writing in support of, Discussion Agenda Item I — Trial Court Improvement Funds
Allocation: Request of the Superior Court of San Joaquin County for Supplemental
Funding for Urgent needs.

If this request is denied, it will result in a loss of an additional 17 positions further limiting San
Joaquin County resident’s access to justice. It would be nothing short of harmful to the families,
children and crime victims who depend on the access to our courts for justice.

In addition, California businesses and our economy can’t handle the higher cost of doing
business and the higher business risks that are associated with reduced access to courts, civil
court closures and longer waiting times before cases are heard and resolved.

Also, I’ve been listening and observing the public views (attitudes) and have noticed that the
~integrity of Judicial System is losing respect.

Reducing court services in San Joaquin County is harmful and unnecessary. I urge you to
approve the $2 million request.

Sincerely, / /
Member name VC}G /é-r; ‘
Address

/,a?al fw%z/ SE
Stzptao N oA 750




Hon. Tami Cantil-Sakauye, Chief Justice, Chairperson
Judicial Council of California

455 Golden Gate Avenue

Sacramento, California 95814

Timothy Robinson
2417 Lucerne Avenue
Stockton, California 95203

RE:COURT BUDGET CRISIS
Dear Chief Justice Cantil-Sakauye:

Good day. 1 have served as a Legal Process Clerk and/or Courtroom Clerk for the $San Joaquin
County Courts since 1994. This latest proposal to reduce our ability to service the citizens of
San Joaquin County will only negatively impact the community in which we live.

Given the current economic conditions that our county is faced with, drastic budget cuts to
our court system will only exacerbate problems for the foreseeable future.

As a result of the first round of budgetary cuts, the Court CEO had to order the closing of the
Tracy branch, half of the Lodi Courthouse, and a substantial reduction in the number of staff to
service the general public throughout San Joaquin County.

Further reducing court services in San Joaquin Couhty will prove to be unnecessary and
unwise. There must be more creative solutions that would achieve the same level of
monetary savings minus the negative impact to the public and their access to the court
system.

Please direct the A.0.C. to do the following:

End further spending on CCMS.

Trim the excessive fat from the centralized bureaucracy.

End exorbitant and disproportionate pensions to top managers.

Terminate the Deloitte contract due to the costly IT mishap.

Eliminate overly expensive and ostentatious construction projects.

| URGE YOU TO APPROVE THE TWO MILLION DOLLAR REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL
FUNDS TO SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY"

In closing, [ believe that it would be in the best interest of the citizens of San Joaquin County
to maintain the public’s access to a fair and open justice system.

Thank You,

Timothy Robinson
San Joaquin County Courtroom Clerk
Stockton, California





































































